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Dear Paul, 



10/14/70 



Beforewriting tue enclosed, lifer to Physics Today I waited for raeaning- 
ful response from you for six weeks. Tue single tiling you sent me is demeaning to 
you add insulting to and abusive of me. It is utterly unconscionable of you to seek 
detailed comment on your work, pretendedly seriously, and tuen to dismiss those taing 
I wrote willed, it must be obvious, you cannot refute, with the spurious concern 
for my nicer wuie, to taebest of your knowledge, jibs not troubled me at all-ever. 

Wnen I ask you to snow me a single validity in your so-celled test, 
and you do no, 4 insist because you cannot, is not self-characterization wasn 
yo'i say no more than that you will not "argue" wit a mS? «?he I asked you for two 
copies of your opus so that ± raigut submit tnera to competent scietific evaluation, 
you wait three weeks to send the end then under circumstances that cause tuem to 
s-end three weeks in transit. when I ask you for tue address of Physics Today so I 
can write and ask for simultaneous and equal response you to this day uavenot 
responded. And I could go on and on. 

I nave a few minutes wuile waiting for fog to lift so i can go on a 
snort cuore. use tnem not to debate with you but for anyother purpose: to ask 
you to evaluate yourself and what you rave done and are party to-and way. 

i begin witu the concept: of all tue things t wuicu you could 
devote your considerable knowledge end fineintelligenee wny pick on what you 
freely scunowleage can and will be as used for dishonest purposes, what cannot be 
used other tuan wrongly and to the detriment of wnat you and so many of your friends 
hovelabored so long and at such great cost to try and bring to light, the truth. If 
you can show me any legitimate use of this wretched thing other than a fictitious 
defenseoi thensrren report, please do so. If you cannot, ask youself why you are 
party $o suca a project. 

four discipline isone of precision. It requires exactitudein expression, 
faithfulness in duplication, verisimili tudei in tests. 1 repeat tue old challenge 
that you shew me a single faithfully-reproduced condition in your "fcs&Ss", a single 
undistorted representation of them in your eo wunentary . Ask yourself further wnat you 
wou.T, do if you were teaching nign-scaool science and a student turned in such a 
project to you. Hot a doctoral candidate, .vita ais undergraduate work .ast, uis 
orals completed, but an immature kid. how would you regard this "(test" coming tarn. 
an immature child? 

.Ask yourself way you used tue 7/rong rifle, in itself total disqualifica- 
tion, undescribed ammo (again, total disqualification), when beta an M-C and mili- 
tary ammo was readily available from m® if not also from Nichols and Bernabei? As 
a phsyicist, compare a velocity of at least a third more, a projectile of notless 
that then much added weight, end tell me they are in any way comparable. 

Ask you self if in physics or any other science y-u can eouate the 
reactions of attached and unattached objects to a bullet. Tne same-c stout the 
oresenceand thesixa absace of tone (even CBS used Masonite for it). 

Yvhy did you not duplicate tne steep downward, angle? why, instead, did 
you hokeur. an uniescribed upward angle? 

'■•aen you found a different reaction with deletion, v;uy did you abandon 
tnat? Ignore it'? Or, w-y diet you not fill melons with it? 

h-sk yourself about taetiming, even, if 'or especially because) it is 




Jiave you faitufuliy represented wiiot Za cruder snows? 
I uavp a clearer copy and snot tier, very clear film, ou did nor 
wrist is visible in .nem. khy? Can i- bee bee: us e your mind was 
brook no disproof? 



i uon I told you 
ask xxussiS: me 
fixed and could 



..by did you select work of known error for your straw man? 



Of tne^ sc-celled "double ui 
not one, neitner ^nompson' s. rneone iie 
(and il ay and i are nor eve speaking), 
me of it, before cold weather in 1966., 
is mine, muon postulates a bit, not n 
not as close as 2312. But ask yourself 



t" theories, as you know tnereios are two, 
uses ne got from Ray karcus, to my knowledge 
for Ray came to see me at that time and told 
before x lnk was working on a book. Tile second 
acesssrily to tbe need, from tneback, and 
, do you really address eituer? 



ii, as you seyip tnere is no proof of a bit from tue front, I defy you 
-o give me any single irrefutable, probativeproof of one from tue back and to tbe 
bead. So wdat art you up to? 

^ou deny ulvarez pressureon you. ben explain to mo your untruthfulness 
in describing what ues come to be called the" jiggle theory" as "his discovery" 
when you are among those who ceiled it to his attention from /.hlTEk'ASri (47)? 

Why do you misrepresent . the spray end fragment oattern? Or ignore 
where fragments were, definitely, found? 



what was tue need for reloading th e wrong ammo, end tuen not describing it? 
Or of using tue wrong rifle? 



Can you compare the reaction of melon tissue, of whatever species, ripe 
or grata, of whatever size, witn thataiX of skin, uunam tissue, numerous bones? 

Can you say what kind of ammo or anraos were used in. the assassination 
or what rifle(s)? If not, how can you conduct a v&lid test? Can you do any better 
with angles, regardless indirection? Can you possible believe, on the basis of 
t you reao (without disputing it) in R»I III, that full- jacketed military ammo 
was tuen used? 



Why do you call violent motion of tue entirebody a "bead snap"? .s 
a physicist, cun you soy tuese are identical descriptions? Or tuat identical 
forces or even causes ere iravolved? have you any basis for valid timemeasure- 
ments, and if not, nave you any v did basis for any calculations? Do you distinguish 
betwee tne _turee, discontinuous bead and body motions, or do you 'ignorefone and 
treat tu^.otnet two as a single one? (Event his beyond- re juvi notion typewriter rebels!) 

Can you, with any semblance of intergity, intellectual or scientific, 
divorce this "study" from everything else you know, pretend it can be examined 
separately from otuer knowledge? iiow, for example, can you reconcile this with 
total lack of reference to Tagus* or ^oover’s definitive comment on wbat could and 
could not have caused taat injury? now can you seaprate tuis from tue bastard 
single-bullet theory? Or tue suppression of the spectros (I a- ve no clear copy 
of tue gov rnment's response to distribute). 



knowing wnat you wore up to, uqv: con you raconcil. tuia 



v ery 



brief time you spent uere vn.cn you were for so long so 
to ask of rao .vuat relevant evidence 1 couli you? 

secrets from you. Did you even ask to examine tuenew -p 
quite relevant, or my x’ileof panel correspondence, v.ui 



close, " i ,.. your failure 
Surely you know x've bad no 
ieture I aave, which ere 
on is cert inly relevant? 




in ta -i pest 1 -ave often asked your critical comment of my work, and I 
ara in your debt for trie errors you caught and tue timw you took, It is my inures - 
siop. tust although I am and always nave be- n busier tuan you, x Usvb in eacn case 
mode response to eacu. suggestion I did not accept. If it was a joke, it was e poor 
one, but if that miserable shit sbcut concern for my ulcer was serious, no " can 
you explain it to yourself? Tile only way I found out i iiad an ulcer was when tests 
were marie for somethin. else. I uealed it without knowing I had it. It. lias bofnered 
me but a single ti e after tnat, when irritating medication was supplied for a 
mechanical medical problem. Is your response worthy of a Child? 

I take tttie time because I was and am serious in ,.iy expression of concern 
for you and woat tala will do to you, nor and in tue future. One of tue tilings I’d 
strongly encourage you to do (and it is difficult) is to try and. detach yourself 
and evaluate wuat you have done, than ask yourself way. e all nave problems, we 
all nave nangugs, sad taey can all color our tui Dicing and out work, nave you 
problems that navs expressed tnemseles in this? lerhops personal problems, which 
are often difficult to cope with, even sometimes to comprehend? I take tui time also 
because of the regard x nave always nod for you. 1 do not take time for pol shed, 
diplomatic expression, for tost is not proper between friend, where candor is tne 
minimum requirement of friendship. I also speak from more tn.n twice your experience 
with life and its problems. 

Publication of tuis rotten, evil prostitution of the intellect and of 
science will hurt us all, but we'll sruvivoit. The real question I heve is will you? 
Unless you are some kind of fink or whore, how will you regard yourself when the 
consequences you yourself anticipate come to pass? 

ho you tnink so little of tne regard of those wuo ns ye been your friends 
tnafc, for whatever you may see in thism you would throw tnat away for publication 
of west is at best meaningless, real fairies ana needles stuff, end wnat is at 
worst enough to validate serious charges, if not beliefs, about you and your 
personal and professional integrity* 

I’d be interested in knowing, wuo has supported you in • 11 of this. 1 was 
careful to distribute no copies of what 1 sent you six weeks ego until after those 
few to wuom I sent it ued first reached ana communicated their own conclusions. Hot 
one oas indicated any sympathy for your thing, an; several nave gone out of their 
•oys to let me know tuey really und rstated their real opinions, not to offend you. 

While ill, and I’m not yet well, I reread 1984. Especially nor; do I 
urge you to. x ou nave manufactured an excellent example of dcubleplusgood duck 
speak. Whether or net you seek it, you will nave Big Brother's approbation. 

And I must ask you to ask yourself why Alvarez comes up with these 
sycopnsntic notions just at tne time tne govs rams ntnis in greatest distress. Shy 
did it take four and a naif years for him to get interested in cna first publication 
of wuat ne now pretends to ba interested in in need motion? Accident only? now 
much of his pre- and post-Hiroshima drop it career is federally financed? Can you 
totally ignore such considerations? Or whatever, if any, compulsion:- he feels as 
a consequence of urging and defending tnat unequalled and totally unnecessary 
barbarity? I think it is time to ask & u stioa ws m;y not expect to answer, wuat 
sre nis connections? What are uis political beliefs? . nd for you to face tue reasons 
for your inclusion of so men political crap in your "scientific study" , asp. on 
Garrison, who soul 1 not possibly novo been mo r- ireelevont/ 



Deeply troubled 




